behalf of the donor and attested by at least two witnesses and
the transfer of movable property by way of gift may be effected
either by a registered instrument signed as in the case of
immovable property or by delivery. Under Section 125 of the
Transfer of Property Act, a gift of a thing to two or more
donees of whom one does not accept it, is void as to the
interest which he would have taken had he accepted. So, the
gift deed executed by Rajyalakshmi for both the gifts is valid
but as the grandson did not accept the gift, it is void so far as
the gift of land to the grandson is concerned and it is valid so
far as the gift of movable property, viz., gold chain to the
grand daughter is concerned.

459. Hari Kishan Agarwal executed a apromissory note for
Rs. 20,000/- in favour of Kishore Lai after receiving the said
amount, Kishore Lai has to pay Rs. 20,0007- to Deen Dayal.
When Deen Dayal insisted Kishore Lai for payment of the
amount due to him, Kishore Lai transferred the promissory note
standing in his favour executed by Hari Kishan Agarwal. But
notice of transfer has not been sent to Hari Kishan Agarwal
either by Kishore Lai or Deen Dayal. Kishore Lai, suppressing
the factum of transfer, demanded Hari Kishan Agarwal for the
payment of money due under the promissory note and the latter
has paid the entire amount and obtained a receipt from Kishore
Lai. After some time, Deen Dayal in whose favour the promissory
note of Hari Kishan Agarwal is transferred demanded Hari
Kishan Agarwal for the promissory note amount and ultimately
he has filed a suit also. Whether Hari Kishan Agarwal is liable
to pay the suit amount to Deen Dayal?

Under Section 131 of the Transfer of Property Act, every
notice of transfer of actionable claim shall be in writing,
signed by the transferor or his agent duly authorised in this
behalf or in case, the transferor refuses to sign by the transferee
or his agent and shall state the name and address of the
transferee. In the above case, as notice of transfer of the
promissory note executed by Hari Kishan Agarwal was not
given to Hari Kishan Agarwal, as required under Section 131
of the Transfer of Property Act and as Kishore Lai, suppressing
the factum of transfer of promissory note, collected the
amount from Hari Kishan Agarwal, Deen Dayal in whose
favour the promissory note is transferred is entitled to proceed
. against Kishore Lai in a court of law.
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